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Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form 



Application No.: 09 / 783.354 First Named Applicant: Sydney Daniel 

Examiner: JariP Rha* Art Unit: 1772 Status of Application: Pending 

Tentative Participants: 

m John S. Pratt 



(3) Jane Rhee 



(2 ) Kristin L. Johnson 
(4) 



_ J? 



& 



Proposed Date of Interview; April 29, 2QQ3 

Type of Interview Requested: 

(1) [Jq Telephonic (2) f J Personal 



Proposed Time: 2:00PM (AMTPM)^ , ^ 



Exhibit To Be Shown or Demonstrated: [ ] YES 
If yes, provide brief description; 



(3) ( J Video Conference 
f^NO 



Issues To Be Discussed 



Claims/ 

Fig. #8 

1,47 



Prior 
Art 

Eusemann 



Issues 

(Rej., Obj., ete) 

(1 ) Rejection 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

[*| Continuation Sheet Attached 



Brief Description of Arguments to be Presented: 
Please see the attached sheet. 



Discussed Agreed 



Not Agreed 



[ J 


r ] 


I ] 


[ ] 


[3 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[] 


[ 1 



An interview was conducted on the above-identified application on , 

NQTfe 

This form should be completed by applicant and submitted to the examiner in advance of the interview (see MPfcP 
§713.01), 1 

This application will not be delayed from issue because of applicant's failure to submit a written record of this 
interview- Therefore, applicant is advised to file a statement of the substance of this interview (37 CFR 1.133(b)) 
as soon as possible* 

(Applfcaut^tpplicant's Representative Signature) 



(Examiner/SPE Signature) 
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*" "^"^ Ciu.lidcnttaUr, i, tovemed by 35 U SC. iu »nd J7 CFR M4. ThU .oll.cS,,, b crimed .„ tnkc Ji Z^SZSE 
h.d.*n e e „h«rtaj, preparing ,nd .ulmittlpg «„. t0}vplmi .ppUc.u.n fonnloftc USP TO. Time wfll v*ry depttrita; npoo th* todividu,! cuo. Any S 
M th« .rnonnt offtjie you r«q W , to comply this form ond/or v^rton! for r«d«do B thb biml.n, «bouM bo M»t Id VchUf l^rZ«l^m«r uTpTZ 
T« rill. 'J t »»«n,o C«n™™ Walton, DC 2023]. DO NOT SEND FI£K$ OR COMPLETED FORMS t£t£saw£b£ SSS 
TO: Comnrissfohcr for Patents, Washington, DC 20231. 

#>om need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PTO-9I99 and select option 2. 
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.■V Serial N °- 05/783,354 



ATTACHEMENT TO 
APPLICANT INITIATED INTERVIEW REQUEST FORM 



The availability of the attached Applicant Initiated Interview Request Forni PTOL-413 A 
has just come to the attention of the undersigned counsel, and it is therefore being 
presented to supplement and document prior requests for a brief telephone interview in 
this matter. 

An Office Action issued January 23, 2003 finally rejecting all pending claims. 
Applicants 7 assignee subsequently filed an amendment after final in response to which a 
March 1 2, 2003 Advisory Action ("Advisory Action'*) was mailed. Upon receipt of the 
Advisory Action, applicants' assignee's attorneys immediately called the Examiner in an 
effort to discuss her "Response to Arguments" attached to the Advisory Action. The 
above-identified attorneys could not understand the Examiner's arguments and therefore 
needed clarification from her (in particular, about the Examiner's interpretation of 
"irregular laying" mentioned in a reference and her arguments with respect to claim 47) 
before proceeding in the case. Assignee's attorney, Kris Johnson, left a message on the 
Examiner's voicemail requesting that she return the call, but the call was not returned. 

The attorneys filed a Request for Reconsideration in the case on March 3 1 , 2003. Kris 
Johnson called and spoke with the Examiner on March 31, 2003 to ask her to consider 
and discuss the request. She indicated that she would have to check with her SPE before 
granting an interview. According to the Examiner, her SPE was out of the office until the 
next day. She promised to check with him then and call back, but never did. Kris 
Johnson followed up with her on April 2, 2003. The Examiner said that she had not had 
an opportunity to talk with her SPE, but that she had a meeting with him that day at 3:00 
pm and would call Ms, Johnson back, but again never did. 

The attorneys therefore filed a Supplemental Request for Consideration and a Request for 
Interview on April 4, 2003, but they did not hear from the Examiner. Kris Johnson called 
the Examiner on April 16, 2003 to follow up with respect to the Request for Interview. 
The Examiner indicated that her SPE would need to be at the interview, and she and the 
SPE were having trouble finding a time when they were both available. She indicated 
that Ms. Johnson should call her in a few weeks to see about scheduling an interview. 
Ms. Johnson pointed out that in a few weeks the Examiner's schedule would already be 
full again and thus requested that she return her call with a proposed interview date and 
time when both she and her SPE would be available. The Examiner promised that she 
would call Ms. Johnson with that information, but has not yet done so. 

Applicant's assignee, through the undersigned counsel, requests a prompt response from 
the Examiner preferably granting the long-requested opportunity to discuss the matters 
described above. If the Examiner chooses to deny this request, they request the courtesy 
of being informed of that denial so that applicants* assignee can either or both appeal the 
final rejection or petition the Commissioner, as it determines to be appropriate, without 
further delay in the prosecution of this important application. 
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